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legal obligation to pay an amount in
excess of $50,000; or

(ii) A final judgment in excess of
$50,000 in favor of any federal deposit
insurance fund, the FDIC, RTC, FSLIC,
or their successors regardless of whether
it becomes forgiven in whole or in part
in a bankruptcy proceeding.

(2) For purposes of computing the
$50,000 ceiling in paragraphs (j)(1) (i)
and (ii) of this section, all delinquent
judgments, loans, or advances currently
owed to the FDIC, RTC, FSLIC or their
successors, or any federal deposit
insurance fund, shall be aggregated. In
no event shall delinquent loans or
advances from different insured
depository institutions be separately
considered.

§ 336.4 Minimum standards for
appointment to a position with the FDIC.

(a) No person shall become employed
on or after June 18, 1994, by the FDIC
or otherwise perform any service for or
on behalf of the FDIC who has:

(1) Been convicted of any felony;
(2) Been removed from, or prohibited

from participating in the affairs of, any
insured depository institution pursuant
to any final enforcement action by any
appropriate federal banking agency;

(3) Demonstrated a pattern or practice
of defalcation regarding obligations to
insured depository institutions; or

(4) Caused a substantial loss to federal
deposit insurance funds.

(b) Prior to an offer of employment,
any person applying for employment
with the FDIC shall sign a certification
of compliance with the minimum
standards listed in paragraphs (a) (1)
through (4) of this section. In addition,
any person applying for employment
with the FDIC shall provide as an
attachment to the certification any
instance in which the applicant, or a
company under the applicant’s control,
defaulted on a material obligation to an
insured depository institution within
the preceding five years.

(c) Incumbent employees who
separate from the FDIC and are
subsequently reappointed after a break
in service of more than three days are
subject to the minimum standards listed
in paragraphs (a) (1) through (4) of this
section. The former employee is
required to submit a new certification
statement including attachments, as
provided in paragraph (b) of this
section, prior to appointment to the new
position.

§ 336.5 Minimum standards for
employment with the FDIC.

(a) No person who is employed by the
FDIC shall continue in employment in
any manner whatsoever or perform any

service for or on behalf of the FDIC who,
beginning June 18, 1994 and thereafter:

(1) Is convicted of any felony;
(2) Is prohibited from participating in

the affairs of any insured depository
institution pursuant to any final
enforcement action by any appropriate
federal banking agency;

(3) Demonstrates a pattern or practice
of defalcation regarding obligations to
insured depository institution(s); or

(4) Causes a substantial loss to federal
deposit insurance funds.

(b) Any noncompliance with the
standards listed in paragraphs (a) (1)
through (4) of this section is a basis for
removal from employment with the
FDIC.

§ 336.6 Verification of compliance.

The FDIC’s Division of
Administration shall order appropriate
investigations as authorized by 12
U.S.C. 1819 and 1822 on newly
appointed employees, either prior to or
following appointment, to verify
compliance with the minimum
standards listed under § 336.4(a) (1)
through (4).

§ 336.7 Employee responsibility,
counseling and distribution of regulation.

(a) Each employee is responsible for
being familiar with and complying with
the provisions of this part.

(b) The Ethics Counselor shall provide
a copy of this part to each new
employee within 30 days of initial
appointment.

(c) An employee who believes that he
or she may not be in compliance with
the minimum standards provided under
§ 336.5(a) (1) through (4), or who
receives a demand letter from the FDIC
for any reason, shall make a written
report of all relevant facts to the Ethics
Counselor within ten (10) business days
after the employee discovers the
possible noncompliance, or after the
receipt of a demand letter from the
FDIC.

(d) The Ethics Counselor shall
provide guidance to employees
regarding the appropriate statutes,
regulations and corporate policies
affecting employee’s ethical
responsibilities and conduct under this
part.

(e) The Ethics Counselor shall provide
the Personnel Services Branch with
notice of an employee’s noncompliance.

§ 336.8 Sanctions and remedial actions.

(a) Any employee found not in
compliance with the minimum
standards except as provided in
paragraph (b) of this section shall be
terminated and prohibited from
providing further service for or on

behalf of the FDIC in any capacity. No
other remedial action is authorized for
sanctions for noncompliance.

(b) Any employee found not in
compliance with the minimum
standards under § 336.5(a)(3) based on
financial irresponsibility as defined in
§ 336.3(i)(1) shall be terminated
consistent with applicable procedures
and prohibited from providing future
services for or on behalf of the FDIC in
any capacity, unless the employee
brings him or herself into compliance
with the minimum standards as
provided in paragraphs (b) (1) and (2) of
this section.

(1) Upon written notification by the
Corporation of financial irresponsibility,
the employee will be allowed a
reasonable period of time to establish an
agreement that satisfies the creditor and
the FDIC as to resolution of outstanding
indebtedness or otherwise resolves the
matter to the satisfaction of the FDIC
prior to the initiation of a termination
action.

(2) As part of the agreement described
in paragraph (b)(1) of this section, the
employee shall provide authority to the
creditor to report any violation by the
employee of the terms of the agreement
directly to the FDIC Ethics Counselor.

§ 336.9 Finality of determination.

Any determination made by the FDIC
pursuant to this part shall be at the
FDIC’s sole discretion and shall not be
subject to further review.

By Order of the Board of Directors.
Dated at Washington, D.C. this 6th day of

February 1996.
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation.
Jerry L. Langley,
Executive Secretary.
[FR Doc. 96–3272 Filed 2–14–96; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: This proposed rule would
modify Class D airspace designated as a
surface area for Oneida County Airport,
Utica, New York and Griffiss AFB,



5961Federal Register / Vol. 61, No. 32 / Thursday, February 15, 1996 / Proposed Rules

Rome, New York. There is existing Class
D airspace for each location. This
proposal would redefine the boundaries
of each area, and reduce the amount of
of Class D airspace located to the east of
these airports. The associated Class E4
airspace areas, at Griffiss AFB,
designated as an extension to a Class D
surface area, would also be modified
and made effective only at the times the
Griffiss AFB tower is operating. The
actual use of the Class D airspace, by
each airport, is based on the geographic
division provided by the New York
State Barge Canal; the modification
would reflect this division.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before March 15, 1996.
ADDRESSES: Send comments on the rule
in triplicate to: Manager, System
Management Branch, AEA–530, Docket
No. 95–AEA–17, F.A.A. Eastern Region,
Federal Building #111, John F. Kennedy
Int’l Airport, Jamaica, NY 11430.

The official docket may be examined
in the Office of the Assistant Chief
Counsel, AEA–7, F.A.A. Eastern Region,
Federal Building #111, John F. Kennedy
International Airport, Jamaica, New
York 11430.

An informal docket may also be
examined during normal business hours
in the System Management Branch,
AEA–530, F.A.A. Eastern Region,
Federal Building #111, John F. Kennedy
International Airport, Jamaica, New
York 11430.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Francis T. Jordan, Jr., Airspace
Specialist, System Management Branch,
AEA–530, F.A.A. Eastern Region,
Federal Building #111, John F. Kennedy
International Airport, Jamaica, New
York 11430; telephone: (718) 553–4521.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited
Interested parties are invited to

participate in this proposed rulemaking
by submitting such written data, views,
or arguments as they may desire.
Comments that provide the factual basis
supporting the views and suggestions
presented are particularly helpful in
developing reasoned regulatory
decisions on the proposal. Comments
are specifically invited on the overall
regulatory, aeronautical, environmental,
and energy-related aspects of the
proposal. Communications should
identify the airspace docket number and
be submitted in triplicate to the address
listed above. Commenters wishing the
FAA to acknowledge receipt of their
comments on this notice must submit
with those comments a self-addressed,
stamped postcard on which the
following statement is made:

‘‘Comments to Airspace Docket No. 95–
AEA–17’’. The postcard will be date/
time stamped and returned to the
commenter.

All communications received on or
before the specified closing date for
comments will be considered before
taking action on the proposed rule. The
proposal contained in this notice may
be changed in light of comments
received. All comments received will be
available for examination in the Rules
Docket both before and after the closing
date for comments. A report
summarizing each substantive public
contact with the FAA personnel
concerned with this rulemaking will be
filed in the docket.

Availability of NPRMs
Any person may obtain a copy of this

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM)
by submitting a request to the System
Management Branch, Air Traffic
Division, AEA–530, F.A.A. Eastern
Region, Federal Building #111, John F.
Kennedy International Airport, Jamaica,
NY 11430. Communications must
identify the notice number of this
NPRM. Persons interested in being
placed on a mailing list for future
NPRMs should also request a copy of
Advisory Circular No. 11–2A, which
describes the application procedure.

The Proposal
The FAA is considering an

amendment to part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 71).
This proposed rule would modify the
Class D airspace at Oneida County
Airport, Utica, NY to designate the
surface airspace that is actually utilized
for the Oneida County Airport when the
tower is in operation. This proposed
rule would modify the Class D airspace
and associated Class E4 airspace
designated as an extension to a Class D
surface area at Griffiss AFB. The air
traffic control tower is no longer
operating 24 hours a day at Griffiss AFB,
and a ‘‘by NOTAM’’ clause would be
added to the Class D and Class E4
airspace descriptions. This would result
in the airport having surface controlled
airspace, Class D, for a period of time;
then reverting to uncontrolled Class G
airspace under a 700 foot Class E5
airspace area. The weather observations
are only available during those same
hours as the control tower operates.
Class D and Class E4 airspace
designations are published in Paragraph
5000 and 6004, respectively, of FAA
Order 7400.9C, dated August 17, 1995
and effective September 16, 1995, which
is incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1. The Class D and Class E airspace
designations listed in this document

would be published subsequently in the
Order.

The FAA has determined that this
proposed regulation only involves an
established body of technical
regulations for which frequent and
routine amendments are necessary to
keep them operationally current. It
therefore—(1) is not a ‘‘significant
regulatory action’’ under Executive
Order 12866; (2) is not a ‘‘significant
rule’’ under DOT Regulatory Policies
and Procedures (44 FR 11034; February
26, 1979); and (3) does not warrant
preparation of a regulatory evaluation as
the anticipated impact is so minimal.

Since this is a routine matter that
would only affect air traffic procedures
and air navigation, it is certified that
this proposed rule would not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71
Airspace, Incorporation by reference,

Navigation (air).

The Proposed Amendment
In consideration of the foregoing, the

Federal Aviation Administration
proposes to amend 14 CFR part 71 as
follows:

PART 71—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 71
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40113,
40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959–
1963 Comp., p. 389; 14 CFR 11.69.

§ 71.1 [Amended]
2. The incorporation by reference in

14 CFR 71.1 of Federal Aviation
Administration Order 7400.9C, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points,
dated August 17, 1995 and effective
September 16, 1995, is amended as
follows:

Paragraph 5000—Subpart D—Class D
airspace, areas designated as a surface area
for an airport.
* * * * *

AEA NY D Utica, NY [Revised]
Oneida County Airport, Utica, NY

(Lat. 43°08′42′′N., long. 75°23′02′′W.)
That airspace extending upward from the

surface to and including 3,200 feet MSL
within a 4.2-mile radius of the Oneida
County Airport, excluding the portion which
is north and east of the New York State Barge
Canal, along a line extending from lat.
43°12′02′′N., long. 75°26′23′′W. to lat.
43°11′56′′N., long. 75°22′30′′W. to lat
43°11′16′′N., long. 75°20′53′′W. to lat.
43°08′30′′N., long. 75°17′22′′W. This Class D
airspace area is effective during the specific
dates and times established in advance by a
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Notice to Airmen. The effective date and time
will thereafter be published in the Airport/
Facility Directory.
* * * * *

AEA NY D Rome, NY [Revised]
Griffiss AFB, Rome, NY

(Lat. 43°14′02′′N., long. 75°24′26′′)
That airspace extending upward from the

surface to and including 3000 feet MSL
within a 4.5-mile radius of Griffiss AFB,
excluding the portion within the Utica, NY,
Class D airspace area. This Class D airspace
area is effective during the specific dates and
times established in advance by a Notice to
Airmen. The effective date and time will
thereafter be continuously published in the
Airport/Facility Directory.
* * * * *

Paragraph 6004—Subpart E—Class E
airspace areas designated as an extension to
a Class D surface area.

* * * * *

AEA NY E4 Rome, NY [Revised]
Griffiss AFB, Rome, NY

(Lat. 43°14′02′′N., long. 75°24′26′′W.)
That airspace extending upward from the

surface within 1.2 miles each side of a 314°
bearing extending from the 4.5-mile radius of
Griffiss AFB to 6.9 miles northwest of the
airport and within 1.2 miles each side of a
134° bearing extending from the 4.5-mile
radius of Griffiss AFB to 6.9 miles southeast
of the airport, excluding that airspace within
the Utica, NY, Class D airspace area. This
Class E airspace area is effective during the
specific dates and times established in
advance by a Notice to Airmen. The effective
date and time will thereafter be continuously
published in the Airport/Facility Directory.
* * * * *

Issued in Jamaica, New York, on January
29, 1996.
John S. Walker,
Manager, Air Traffic Division.
[FR Doc. 96–3489 Filed 2–14–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–13–M

14 CFR Part 71

[Airspace Docket No. 95–AEA–16]

Proposed Establishment of Class E5
Airspace; Rome, NY, and Proposed
Amendment of Class E5 Airspace,
Utica, NY

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: This proposed rule would
modify Class E5 airspace extending
upward from 700 feet above the earth
for Oneida County Airport, New York
and for Griffiss AFB, Rome, New York.
The proposal would add controlled
airspace to accommodate Standard
Instrument Approach Procedures
(SIAPs) and for Instrument Flight Rule

(IFR) operations at the Oneida County
Airport and the Griffis AFB. This
proposal would also establish a separate
Class E5 airspace description for Griffiss
AFB and Oneida County Airport.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before March 15, 1996.
ADDRESSES: Send comments on the rule
in triplicate to: Manager, System
Management Branch, AEA–530, Docket
No. 95–AEA–16, F.A.A. Eastern Region,
Federal Building #111, John F. Kennedy
International Airport, Jamaica, NY
11430.

The official docket may be examined
in the Office of the Assistant Chief
Counsel, AEA–7, F.A.A. Eastern Region,
Federal Building, #111, John F. Kennedy
International Airport, Jamaica, New
York 11430. An informal docket may
also be examined during normal
business hours in the System
Management Branch, AEA–530, F.A.A.
Eastern Region, Federal Building #111
John F. Kennedy International Airport,
Jamaica, New York 11430.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Francis T. Jordan, Jr., Airspace
Specialist, System Management Branch,
AEA–530, F.A.A. Eastern Region,
Federal Building #111 John F. Kennedy
International Airport, Jamaica, New
York 11430; telephone: (718) 553–4521.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited
Interested parties are invited to

participate in this proposed rulemaking
by submitting such written data, views,
or arguments as they may desire.
Comments that provide the factual basis
supporting the views and suggestions
presented are particularly helpful in
developing reasoned regulatory
decisions on the proposal. Comments
are specifically invited on the overall
regulatory, aeronautical, environmental,
and energy-related aspects of the
proposal.

Communications should identify the
airspace docket number and be
submitted in triplicate to the address
listed above. Commenters wishing the
FAA to acknowledge receipt of their
comments on this notice must submit
with those comments a self-addressed,
stamped postcard on which the
following statement is made:
‘‘Comments to Airspace Docket No. 95–
AEA–16’’. The postcard will be date/
time stamped and returned to the
commenter.

All communications received on or
before the specified closing date for
comments will be considered before
taking action on the proposed rule. The
proposal contained in this notice may
be changed in light of comments

received. All comments received will be
available for examination in the Rules
Docket both before and after the closing
date for comments. A report
summarizing each substantive public
contact with the FAA personnel
concerned with this rulemaking will be
filed in the docket.

Availability of NPRMs
Any person may obtain a copy of this

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM)
by submitting a request to the System
Management Branch, Air Traffic
Division, AEA–530, F.A.A. Eastern
Region, Federal Building, #111, John F.
Kennedy International Airport, Jamaica,
NY 11430.

Communications must identify the
notice of this NPRM. Persons interested
in being placed on a mailing list for
future NPRMs should also request a
copy of Advisory Circular No. 11–2A,
which describes the application
procedure.

The Proposal
The FAA is considering amending

part 71 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR part 71) by
modifying the Class E5 airspace at both
Griffiss AFB and Oneida County
Airport. This proposal would provide a
Class E5 airspace description for each
airport. The proposed modifications
would accommodate SIAPs and
instrument flight rules (IFR) operations
at Oneida County Airport and provide
additional controlled airspace for
vectoring of aircraft. In addition,
airspace efficiency would be enhanced
by establishing additional controlled
airspace at 700 feet above ground level
on the northwest side of Griffiss AFB
between 8.7 and 15 miles. Class E5
airspace areas extending upward from
700 feet or more above the earth are
published in Paragraph 6005 of FAA
Order 7400.9C, dated August 17, 1995
and effective September 16, 1995, which
is incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1. The Class E airspace designations
listed in this document would be
published subsequently in the Order.

The FAA has determined that this
proposed regulation only involves an
established body of technical
regulations for which frequent and
routine amendments are necessary to
keep them operationally current. It
therefore—(1) is not a ‘‘significant
regulatory action’’ under Executive
Order 12866; (2) is not a ‘‘significant
rule’’ under DOT Regulatory Policies
and Procedures (44 FR 11034; February
26, 1979); and (3) does not warrant
preparation of a regulatory evaluation as
the anticipated impact is so minimal.
Since this is routine matter that would
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